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C The pubhc release this tay of revised US andd Britisn intzlligancs 31 irnaies of
Sovizt defense spending has_ elicited a strong and continuing raspossz from the
o Savizts (see chart for estimate). This reaction contrasts sharply o i3 low-key
; commeantary on our estimatas avar the past faw y2ars. Althcugh we ar2 nsicerizin
of the Soviet motives, the reaction damonstrates Moscow's unwillingnzss 10 aliow
the I3t°>t astimates to go unchallangzd. .
Comras‘ With Past R°actlons. Since late May thare havs -baen ain2 sublic
rebuttais of the new Westarn estimates (see next page). By conirast, in th2 pravious
1980 and

ten ysars the Soviets had resgcnded on caly thr22 cccasions—encg in i
twvice in 197”-to USest(mac sof their defznse pendmg ‘

Th=> resgconse this yaar has also be:n more sophisticatad. Previcusiy, Soviet
resconses consisted only of assertions that Soviet defznse spanding was adaquaie,
that the Western military and press oversta-ed it, that Sov'e* dzfense cutlays were ;
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O o Qn 1) May, the day. after e public ralease of o report presaniing toe :-,»13;,:_(1 CIA

: estunates, TASS ran an i1w0 characierizing : 2 report a3 3 "CiA cansrd” dusignad o
to “set the tone at the Adantic [NATO] debatzs and justidy [US] cuils .'3: 30 arms ¢
raCe:, " ’

o On 25 May, Pravda carried a satirical articl2 characterizing the British estimata, which
is in rough agreement with CIA's, 25 a crudz aiizrnpt to justify incresszs in tha-
UK’s dzfense outlays. .

6 In a commentary broadcast to China on 3 Juns, 3 Colorul lvanoy scored th2 Paking
-propaganda media for their eiforis to concoct or Guoie from reactionary tourgeois
publications some figures concarping th2 Soviet military bude=t . . . that Sovist
military spending is 30 perce_n't higher than that of the US.”

N © Tha June edition of Cormmunist of the Armed Forces carrizd an 2rticle by Col. Yu.
Vlas'yevich, a Doctor of Economic Sciznce, contrasting socialist end capitaNist mititary
economic concepts. Vlas vauich attacked “bourgeois thzorisis” for anayiing the
Soviet Union in terms of faise Wastern concepis. The suthor refzrrad to th2 cublished .
Soviet defensa budget serizs 10 "prove’ that th2 USSR is cormmiziad 1o ¢2:2nte and
a cessation of the arms race.

¢ In 3 speech on 29 June to the Confarence of Curop=an Communist Pariias, C"SU
General Secretary Brezhnev noted: “zhsurd siztements ¢ grossiy distorting th2 policy
of the Soviet Union . . . by both mass inf ormat'on-rr‘e"'a snd . .. figures in
. prominent positions.’” He also assaried that “thz Soviet Urion'is th2 anly ¢r23t powar
O . which doas not increase its military spending from vezr to ve
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o Inamajor article in Pravda on 4 August, K. Georgiyey, 2 membar of the US4 journal's
editorial board, referred to the Brezhnav spzech in rebutiing, among othzr things,
ClA’s estimates on Soviet dafznsg spending. This article is espacialiy r'otpwort‘w ior
its Iength and the sophistication of the arguraznls employed.

© Red Smr on 12 August carrizd 2n article by Col. ‘A. Kornzyav which chafacta zed ;
nongowrnmental Westarn comparisons of US and Soviat spending cn civil de.‘ense
as spurious and invidious. The author contendad that this 'op=::nda sznsation’’
is ('ﬂsmned to 1ustsfy h:rn~r def 2nse so-*ndmr_ " : - : :

—— —— - —— B - B

o In an article on 15 August castigating the US for iis r:.cord" 1c 7 dzfensa budgat, : .
Red Star portrayed the Pentzgon and the ClA as° ‘ho ‘culprizs’ '>spor‘>:o$ for 1 .
‘budget’s magnitude. While not mzntionzd explicitly, our estimatzs o.‘ Sorzt daiense
'sper‘xding are surely one set of the "ClA . .. statistics sup porung 2rtions *:mce'nmg
‘ the threat from. the Soviat Un on.” :
"

o [n a radio cor':montary baamad. to ltaly on 2\, Al "'ust “Athintic progacinda” on
the Sov:-'t mnhtary thr°at is portrayed as th= r-'»ason for nrc.-- 'cd Us end NATO

defense spendmg in rubles is comparad dnrﬂ'tly to USd !lar o..:.._-/s in &~ attempt
to show that the US inilitary L.rort C/cr'ed, that of the USSA.
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. '“: L vconstant and represented a c!"\,.mxnr' Mrdin, 2as) that tho VWeast was aruisgending the
>4 USSR tor dafense. : _ L ‘
oo o o

S T n the current rash of. siatements, thz first th'—‘vu nas z:pp-:a.':d orly in a

brozileast to the Chinese. Tha other themes have been floshed cut with pr ADATIN-

- distic rational2s explaining why the West “disorts” n I =.'F and wond of Soviat

. . cdefense spending. Finally, a numbar of * ‘economic proofs” have hzza addad to
' refute the Western estimates, ‘ .

New Themas. The recent pres: rezction has developed na2w thermes—soms of
them drawn from discussions of the new CIA estimates in tr.e Ylest, othars davyal-
oped by the Soviets thnmsew" These :..clum the .oHowmg ’

o Differences in the structure of the US and Soviat econcmic systems
IR - preclude comparison of the share of GNP alfccatad to ds rense, and any
. . attemptto do so resulis in understating the US d=f=rsa burdzan.

© Western inteliigence 2gencies have rpvxsad thair estimatzs to reflect the
wxs"xes of the rmhtary industrial complex.

© Therz are Western critics of the military-industrial complax who recog-
nize the biased nature of the estimatas. '

'Althour_;h there are elemants of truth in the Lntest So viet >
‘ manipulated and distortad. A typical exampla of this is the Pr:u-:'c’.r: articlz on 4
O ‘August. The author asserted that “even after 2 ! doubling of th2 estimzie of Soviet
 defense spancling, it was only ralf as largz as US Jpand'ng i 1975." Vihil
that the new CIA estimate of Soviat defense spend mg is almost doub!=s oy
‘estimates, it is not true that Soviet defense sp2nd nj in 1875—akous
mbles-—wa> only half that of ths US—about 100 siliion doliars. (in citing t
the author convememly neglectad to indicate tha monmary unRits.)
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Poss:b!e Motives. The movement- away from unsubstantiated 2ssartions and

toward .economic anazlysis incicates increasad Sovizt concern over Wastzrn estimaios.,

.. The Sovizts might be reacunJ to the Yestern media’s widesoraad covirage cf the-
_ CIA. °st:ma-t=s—wmcn for the first time, were issuzd dl’DCuy 10 thz pubiic me.ﬂr the

. : Agency seal. It may be that the magnitude of thz naw estimatz or tha size of the |
' - ““change in it promptad this viforous reaction. Altefhatively, th2 Soviz:s may havs -
' simply decided that the Western estimates corstituted a suitabia vahicia for propa-
. - gandizing against the US “milita; ry-industrial complex” and VWestarn intelligenze
. services. Ancther possible motiva is that our reviszd estimaiss zre closz enouqgn g

the mark to have disturbed the Soviats. (Unclessified) —
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